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REMARKS 

Applicant thanks Examiner Kimberly Locket for the outstanding Office 
Action dated November 19,2004. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration 
and allowance of the subject application. New claims 60-75 are added. 
Accordingly, claims 40-75 are pending. 

Claim for Priority 
The present application (10/930,279) is a national stage application filed 
under 35 USC § 37 1 . Applicant requests acknowledgment that the present 
application has met the requirem^ 

the international filing date o f PCT application PCT/US98/20376, filed on 
10/29/1998. 

Request For Reconsideration 

I Obvious Type Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 40-53 were rejected under the judicially-created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over all the claims of US 
Patent 6,563,034 and US Patent 5,986,191. Applicant respectfully traverses these 

grounds for rejection. 

The Examiner has the burden to show that (1) thejnv entions claimed (2) 
are not patentably distinct and (3) are based on a prima facie showing of 
obviousness. This analysis must be based on what the claim defines and not on 
the claim language itself, as required by the Federal Circuit: 

[l]t is important to bear in mind that comparison can be made 
only with what invention is claimed in the earlier patent, paying 
careful attention to the rules of claim interpretation to determine what 
invention a claim defines and not looking to the claim language for 
anything that happens to be mentioned in it as though it were a prior 
art reference. ... [W]hat is claimed is what is defined by the claim 
taken as a whole, every claim limitation ... being material. General 
Foods Corp, V. Siudiengesellschaft Kohle mbfi\ 972 F.2d 1272, 23 
USPQ 2d, 1839, 1845 (Fed. Cir. 1992). (emphasis in original.) 
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Af*Ucam respectful* submits that (he Office Action has no* made aprm* 

Examiner did not consider the US Patent o\ 563,034 claims as a whole. Instead, 
^Ex^p^cdcenamekmcm.oft^USl^t 6,363,034 d*mto 
combine with VIS Patent 3,986,191 while ijpiorfog c*hci clement* of the IIS Patent 

expressly prohibited by the doctrine ofnra>»*iia*y double patenting. For 
example, the Examiner itftored (he Separate m*** .addition* cmuact point *>r 
gripping Ml at least on* of »ald strings" *^hft.«fl^dita,i«* 
arc oot present in tmpiicant's claims. 

Assuming, arguendo, that we accept the examiner's assert™ as tolhc 
tfrTetences between the instant hiventioo and the art of record. The coiner 
potato in column i, fine. 4*48. of chl^ US Patent 6.563,034 or USPatent 
5.9*6,191 f^adiwiofiureofihe-unUaiyoojnponcntr llic unitary component, 
hov^tsuotch^a^^ In 
fort, the unitary component as claimed is not disclosed hi cKbcr of the died 
patent Tha«*vu^r>a*^mrfe^ 
obviow-typc double patenting. 

Therefore, since the claims of US Patent 6,563,034 has one or more 
clement not found in the ptcse* claims, the double patenting rejection should be 
vvWulrawn. Alternatively, since the unitaiy component is not disclosed in either 
US Patent 6,563,034 or US Patent 3.916,191 the double patenting rejection should 
be withdrawn. 

IJ. JiggifiJUa^OjlJjOT^ 

Claims 54-59 ate rejected as being drawn to the same invention as claims 
1-12 of US Patent 5,965,351. 



In determmiiw whether a statutory basis for a double patenting rejection 
the question to be asked is: Is the same invention bciug claimed tw»cc7 3 5 
USC 101 prevents two patent from issuing on the aame invention. "S*me- 
tovention" mens MctrfcaJ object matter. Miller v. Fngle Mfg. Co., 151 U.S. 186 
09114); In re Vogcl, 422 F.2d 4M, 164 USPQ M (CCPA 1970); and in rc Ockerl, 
245 F^d 467, i 1 4 USPQ 3 30 (CCPA 19S7). A reliable test for double patenting 
under 35 USC. 1 01 is whether a claim in (he application could be literally 
hifringwt without liwmlry mfrinainR a corresponding cWm in the patent In re 
VogeU422fUd438. 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA W0f>. 

Claims 54-59 of the instant invention recite *one string anchor on opposite 
side of at least said second critical point from said first critical point is located 
a critical distune* from said second criiical point such that «aut at least one string 
b rendered imbaumiafly Lnaxtensiblc." The claims of US Patent 5S6S t m do not 
recite such on cicmcnt nor w it required to practice the instant invention. 

ITjerdbrt, since a literally infringed claim hi the eppUcatioadocp not lead 
to a literally infringed claim iu tbe patent using the holding ot iriieJifias] a 
statutory dttorriiriatiMi of double patenting cannot be sustained. 

Amypdcxl Cftlms, 
Pending claims 40. 50. 54. 56, 58, 59 are amended to improve the 
readability of the claim*. Pending claims 4(M2 46, 50, 54-59 are amended to 
change mcana-for-rAirtclion aspects to apparatus aspect*. 

New Claims 

New claims 60-75 are added. Jrtdcpendent claim 60 includes a tremolo 
formed faro a single bent plate material in which the tremolo has a base plate 
portion and a Mprfng holder portion, lac trcmuto is connected directly to counter 
spring* that hove a first end and a second end, the first end of each counter spring 
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being connected to a body. Claim 60 is in a condition for allowance. Claims 61- 
63 include further limitations and are also in a condition for allowance. 

Independent claim 74 includes at least one string that is rendered 
substantially inextensible between a second critical point and a string anchor and 
in a condition for allowance. Claims 75 include further limitations and is also in a 
condition for allowance. 
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^^AUpenimr, cl*»o» 40 " 7V in cl>mli xm fov a11owaiKe ' Applies!* 
t capccaMty requests >tcwaliJeraiMm svnd prompt isauaftce of the sublet 
BpHication, Wwy issues csmata that prevent issuance cS to application, *e 
l&ttfniaer b wfed to conte* ft* uwfcsrsigneit applicant heforo » 
subsequent Action. 



Dated: 



Kcspectfbny Stajbinitted, 




HollyweodLCA. WM6 



Ccmftf&t> ttfTt*msmtos1m 

1 hereby c^rrlfy lhat fltfs wrrespoiiftawe bciTi^ Dscsitnilc transmitter* u\ tfcs United 
'lypCt* or printed nsimr of pciscm stuping Jhi» «crtifwAte: ' 

Signai-uieJ 




20/27 * RCVD AT 5/1 9/2004 9:38:50 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-1/2 * DNlB:872930$ * CSID:AccessLine * DURATI N (mm-ss): 10-26 



